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State Pept: ‘Rt Heferndsdetivn:
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Uil

Olher Dbusiness, QUICKLy agre
to téstify “in the near future.”
He is expected to appear in an
.executive session this week.

- %Veteran fn Security

Otepka is thus the involin-1
tary center of a clash between
congressional investigators and

| f'\

Pmmaﬂwng Press s:gjeg] .
Qct. 7 ALc
departmen € f,"_

threateneﬁﬁh “d 2
unbecoming congduct, :?‘%today
|that he was_heing. ¥ictimized
for defending himself “against]
false testxmony by hlS supe-

| viors,
Otto F. Otopka, chlef of the
security ev uatlon _division

bureau of security, was mter
viewed as he was preparing his|
formal, written reply to charge:
filed agalnst him Sept. 23.

He was notified that he would
lose his $16,965 position in 30
days unless he could refute alle
gations ‘that he had.furnished
classified information to the
Senate internal security sub
committee.

Explams His Actmn

The -burden of Otepkas de
fense, he disclosed, is that hg
never furnished - restricted in
formation to the: subcommitted
: untit confronted with the record
“ of testimpny beforethe subcom
i mittee which appeared to make
“him a liar ynder oath, -~
i The enly way to rebut thig

i testimony, Otepka said, was t
- furnish “dccumentatlon” whic}
+he “hirhiscH <had, classified a
. confidential' In the first place
It was o8 the basis of this docut
mentatmn "that the subcommlt-
tee accused * state ’ departmen)

! officials of . “untrﬂths unde ,
,oath "o LK
| Otepka cledréd away some
the mystery envéloping a cag
which has placed the full me
bership of the Senate judic
committee, parént body of t
internal security sibcommitted,
in & direct clash with Secretar
of State Dean Rusk,

‘Rusk Is Chalfenge

Rusk was given a vu'tuﬁ'
| timatym by the comrmtte
! appear persefiaNy for «qubs
-ing aug;lgtla directive; bap

. stalg, de ent emplpye
L from & formatipn to i
Seﬂg%e,_‘H P suffer tie’ consp
quendces gt a fublic expose.

.This chalienge was convay
by Sen. Thomas J. Dodd s
Conn.], appeinted to represe
the, cpn;n&ttee,,»}ho ha.nd—deh
‘ered to emeorandu
 detailing ev1d,enp5 about lax s
| eurity procedures in his depa
jment, .

Rusk, who' hasﬁ&lu%ﬁ

ltestlmony for several mont

=

o

- = for| §lory:

 pear ago, he was’ recommend-

& members ~ should -
sfundergo a Federal Bureau of

“J this process, permitting officials
| to serve .immedjately whilc

the executive department How
did he get there? This is his

He is 48 years olcf a veteran
n security affairs, who in 1958
oceived the state department’s

eritorious service award. A

Ld for advanced executive
aining in the natlonal war col-
ege.
He is the last survivor in the
ecur1ty division of a force built
p in 1953 by the late Scotf Me-
eod, who was appointed by
res1dent Eisenhower that year
o tighten: up security proce-
dures, A government employe
kince 1936, Otepka was shifted
rom the Civil Service commiis-
sion fo the state department as
5 security expert with a ﬂaw—
less record.
iWhen the Kennedy admmw
ration took over in 1961, thé
security division was reOrgzm-
ized. Otepka, who had been act-
ing as deputy to McLeod, was
demoted to chief of the evalua-
tions branch altho his civil serv-
ice rating and salary remained
un}changed.

+ Clash with Cleveland °
He dates his troubles from a
clash with Assistant Secrefary
of State Harlan Cleveland over
appointment of a panel to sfudy
the operations of the seclrity
program, Otepka held thaf sev-
eral of the proposed  ‘parel
themselves

‘Investigation screening on the
basis of thelr records He was
overridden.

He also objected to the fre.
quent use of “emergericy secu-
rity clearance” for appointive-
officials. The law provides that
the. secretary of state may use

their investigation. was post-:
poned. SR SR
- Under Eisenhower, this pro-:
cedure was used only five i
-times. Rusk used it. mére than

8 196d

m
still with the state department
in a desk job.

When the subcommittee
chlled Otepka to testify this
year, he said, he furnished the
investigators no classified docu-
‘ments altho, when asked, “I
could not deny I had off1c1a1
knowledge of these cases.

Superiors Are Called

“T testified, as always, with]l
the department’s permissionf;
and guidance and the personal
knowledge of my superiors,”
he said. “I did not run to the
subcommittee or its counsel,
J. G. Sourwine, .with informa-
tion. When Mr. Sourwine’
questions got -info an areZI
where I had knowledge, I could
not and did not give ‘substan-
tive mformatlon on 1nd1v1dua1
cases,’

Otepka did testlfy, however
that certam of his supetiors had
speciflc knowledge of thesqd:
cases. When the superior's werd’
called, they denied that they:
had ever seen papers concern
ing these cases, as asserted by
Otepka.

* “This put their testimony i
conflict with mine and with m,
“official knowledge,” Otepk
said. “Their testimony was
true. Since they had used’th
subcommittee forum to mak
their statements, I felt entitle
to rebut their statements ang.
present ‘the ﬁrue facts.” :

Imtlaled by Officials

Otepka’s rebutial was callefl.
“iron-clad”’ by subcommittep:
members. He produced thp.
documents about which i
superiors had denied knowledgg.
They' cairjed hand-writte
initials and nofations by
Lpfficials who had denied ev
seeing them.

“I did not seek the perml -
sion of my superiors to re
their testimony,” Otepka saig.
“That would be nonsense, I’
charged with violation of orde
when all I did was defend my
self.”? _— . !
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150 tlmes
+ Sl on Payto]’l
Called before the 'Senate in-
ternal security - subcommittee
1gs year Otepka gave informa-.
tion which eventually blocked
the appointment of William Wie-

lﬂd toa n51§t‘:ﬁfore n post.

department officials reluetant
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